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Please Note Again: 


We have on hand a few copies of 
Russian-American Relations, a col- 


lection of documents which passed 
between the U.S. and Russian gov- 
ernments from March, 1917, to 
March, 1920, published by the F. P. 
A. in 1920, at $3.50 a volume. Now 


available at $1.00, postage 5c extra. 


Periodical Division, 


Library of Congress, 


Waahineton , 


June 2, 1923 


WHAT WAS THE ELECTION 


ISSUE? 


NICE question of political ethics is 

raised by the reiteration of Dr. A. Law- 
rence Lowell, speaking at Washington last 
week, that President Harding had led the 
famous Thirty-one to believe that he would 
favor adherence to the League of Nations 
in some form if he became President—the 
only question being in how far the United 
States should insist upon amendments to 
the Covenant of the League. The Presi- 
dent has since declared that the Thirty-one 
made the statement which influenced so 
large a number of the voters entirely on 
their own responsibility, that he was not 
committed to an endorsement of their 
views and that we would not now enter the 
League because “the Senate has so de- 
clared, the Executive has so declared, the 
people have so declared.” 


Mr. Will Hays, chairman of the Repub- 
lican Nationa] Committee in the 1920 cam- 
paign could not recall whether he had per- 
sonally asked Mr. Root to prepare the 
statement of the Thirty-one. “But,” he 
adds, “whoever did so, undoubtedly did it 
with my approval and acquiescence.” Nor 
was he sure whether he had telegraphed 
the statement to Mr. Harding in Marion 
although “he may have done so.” Mr. 
Everett Colby, Chairman of the League of 
Nations Non-Partisan Committee, states 
categorically that before the statement was 
given out “every word was telegraphed to 
the candidate ... It was sent through- 
out the country and had tremendous effect. 
Many who had planned to vote for Cox be- 
cause of his stand on the League question, 
changed to Harding because they believed 
he too was committed to the League with 
reservations ... The Thirty-one did not 
intentionally participate in any trick to de- 
ceive the people. But the fact was that 


thousands were deceived, 
their votes stolen.” 
President Harding has not replied di- 
rectly to Dr. Lowell’s challenge, but a 
spokesman for the White House has ex- 
plained that the Administration had done 
“all it knew how to do to carry out the 
pledges. Although,” he adds, agreeing 
with Babbitt, “You don’t always find it 
possible to carry out all you intend to do.” 
Whether or not President Harding en- 
dorsed in principle the appeal to vote for 
him as the best way of bringing the United 
States into the League of Nations, the sig- 
nificant fact remains that he did not repudi- 
ate the statement before election. It is 
not entirely fantastic, therefore, to con- 
tend that he ran for President and was 
elected on a League — or “Association” — 
platform which he has since discarded. 
But party morality apparently does not of 
necessity square with private ethics. C. M. 
American Claims Settled 
FTER nearly three months of negotia- 


thousands of 


tions, an agreement has been reache@s” 


between the United States and the Allied 


governments, under which our claims for >, 
payment of the Rhine army costs, amount- Of 
% 


ing roughly to a quarter of a million dok 
ee” 


lars, are to be collected from Germany. 
The New York Times admirably sum- 


marizes the very long agreement as fol- 4 


lows: 
“. . . The net cost of the American Army of 
Occupation shal] be paid out of the allied re- 
ceipts from Germany in twelve annual instal- 
ments. During the first four years America 
will be paid her instalments up to 25 per cent 
of the cash receipts from Germany if any is 
left after current cost of the allied armies’ 
occupation is paid. For the other eight years 
payments to America will constitute a first 
charge on all cash payments by Germany. 
“America does not share in the payments 
in kind or through the working of the allied 


recovery acts. Washington gets paid when 
Germany pays cash. en Germany pays no 
cash, as at present, the United States gets 
nothing. Inasmuch as it is not probable that 
Germany will resume cash payments for some 
time, the United States will get nothing for 
perhaps four years. 

“The agreement states that if Germany does 
not pay enough in the first four years so that 
25 per cent will meet what is due America 
(and she will not), the deficit shall be carried 
over to the last eight years. In case deficits 
occur in the last eight years, they are to bear 
4% per cent interest until paid. 

“If at any time the arrears are so great 
that America doubts that she will be paid, 
she has the right to cancel the agreement on 
three months’ notice. Any dyestuffs she may 
receive through the Reparation Commission 


from Germany shall be deducted from the 
amount due her.” 


The settlement on the whole is very 
much more favorable than was hoped for 
two months ago. All in all, it has removed 
one more obstacle to better political and 
financial relations with Europe. 


Anglo-Russian Negotiations 


HE formal reply of the Soviet govern- 

ment to the British ultimatum of last 
week*, yielding to the British demands on 
practically all points, has probably averted 
the threatened rupture of the Anglo-Rus- 
sian trade agreement. The note signed 
by Krassin, the Soviet plenipotentiary, 
stressed the consequences to general peace 
which might result from a break in rela- 
tions by which “humanity would be threat- 
ened with countless calamities” and a basis 
created “for the aggressive aims of militar- 
ist elements in most countries, even inde- 
pendently of the will of the British govern- 
ment. Not wishing to give anybody 
grounds for placing even in the smallest 
degree any responsibility for the possibil- 
ity of such results even indirectly upon the 
Soviet government, the latter is willing to 
make new concessions.” The British gov- 
ernment is promised: 

(1) Compensation for the seizure of trawlers and 
the right of fishing outside the three-mile 
limit, “pending a settling of this question in 
the shortest possible time at an international 
conference.” 

(2) Compensation for the execution of Charles 
F. Davison and the imprisonment of Mrs. 
Stan Harding, the journalist. 

(3) The withdrawal of the letters signed by 
Gregory Weinstein in reply to the British 


protest against the persecution of church 
officials. 


Answering the demand for immediate 
cessation of anti-British propaganda in 
the Far East, the note reiterates the So- 
viet government’s denial of the charges 
and states that it “does not see any other 
possibility of settlement, except by detailed 
discussion of the differing points of view 
by the specially delegated representatives 
of both governments.” 

This last point is a matter of primary 
concern to the British government, be- 
cause of the threat to their Far Eastern 
holdings. 


* Bdllctin, Vol. I, No. 28, May 25, 1923. 


The Editors assume responsibility for 


Page Two 


The pacific tone of the note is con- 
sidered a diplomatic victory for Lord Cur- 
zon. A less conciliatory reply threatening 
a break would have arrayed against the 
Premier all sections of the opposition 
which, because of the uncompromising 
terms of the British note, threatened to 
unite with the Labor Party’s protest in 
case negotiations reached a point where a 
rupture was imminent. 


HE announcement that Reginald Mc- 

Kenna and Lord Robert Cecil will join 
Premier Baldwin’s newly formed Cabinet 
will be greeted with interest in this coun- 
try, where both are well and favorably 
known. Mr. McKenna, who will serve as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, held a simi- 
lar post in the Asquith cabinet. He will 
not take active charge of affairs for two 
or three months because of a recent illness 
from which he is convalescing. Lord Ro- 
bert Cecil’s appointment as Lord Privy 
Seal, means that he would be eligible to 
represent the British government on the 
Council of the League of Nations. Report 
has it that this consideration weighed 
largely his decision to accept the cabinet 
appointment. 


British Policy in Egypt 
HE N. Y. Tribune prints the following 
interesting dispatch from London (By 
The Associated Press) (By mail, April 25): 

“No fewer than 100 members of the House of 
Commons signed the remarkable document dis- 
avowing the present British policy in Egypt and 
appealing to the government to find new measures 
that will restore order and confidence in that 
country. 

“This declaration characterizes Lord Allenby’s 
administration in Egypt as an utter failure. 
‘There is no constitution in Egypt today; there 
is only martial law,’ it says. ‘There is profound 
unrest, likely from time to time to break into 
violence; there is an additional burden for the 
British taxpayer, interruption of commerce, and 
a growing mistrust and dislike of the policy of 
this country throughout the Near East.’ 

“The members of the House declare that there 
are only two possible policies for the British 
government to follow. One is to revoke the 
declaration of independence approved last year 
by the vote of the House of Commons; to make 
Egypt a part of the British Empire; to suppress 
by military force any resistance; and to hold the 
Egyptian people in subjection until such time as 
they acquiesce in the position sufficiently to have 
some measure of self-government. ‘To this 
course,’ they add, ‘we and, we believe, most of 
our fellow-countrymen are unalterably opposed. 
It might be possible, though it would be difficult 
and costly, but it would be a breach of a solemn 
pledge and a reversal of British tradition unpar- 
alleled in our history.’ 

“The subscribers to the statement say that the 
other course ‘is to face certain facts, the ignoring 
of which has been responsible for the failure of 
Lord Allenby. The first of these facts is that the 
Egyptian people is not only set in its determina- 
tion to obtain independence, but is also so far 
educated in politics as to reject a nominal inde- 
pendence accompanied by a permanent military 
occupation and the control of its principal de- 
partments of government by the nominees of a 


>” 


foreign power’. 
the opinions expressed in this Bulletin. 
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